5/6/75 


Hr. Tom Lusia&n, Counsel 
Administrative Practise “’ubcomsiittee 
Senate Office Bldg., 

'Washington, D.G. 


Dear Toss, 

while ay purpose in this letter is to inform you, it is also to ash you to 
please try tine to think about the situation I'll set forth and whet, if anything, 
you. think can safely ho done about it. 

In the first spectro suit, CA2301-70, the government never alleged that what 
I sought did not and never did exist. It took s great risk and filed a totally 
misrepresentatlv® affidavit. Tha/nks to Eud's messing up in several ways they get 
away with it. Footnote 5 in the appeals panel decision reflects the degree to which 
in hia preparations Jim Lesar was able to overcome this and the panel's awareness. 

After w© filed the new suit, 226-75, we were invited to a conference with the 
FBI. knowing what to expect, I asked that both sides be permitted to tape the con- 
ference so there would not be any misunderstandings. They refused and they immediately 
withheld, claiming I had not asked for what was withheld, which could have been no 
accident, it being what I'd filed for, the IAA. It is enough to present the most 
serious problems to the government if it receives more- attention than the brief 
story on yesterday's Post obit page (moat but cot the final editions). 

In tiie FML conference, Robert ^rasier, the agent who was the ballistics expert 
for the Warren Commission arid in the king case, where he also swore falsely, told 
us that there was what he described as a ’’semantical*’ difference between us and 
that there never ware any consolidated results or any final report on. these tests. 

This left a choice between the FBI never having done what it was supposed to 
do, destruction of the work that was done, or plain lying. 

A line that I remembered from Arlen Specter’s questioning of Frazier has long 
lingered in my mind. As I emerge from the results of the illness 1 begin to function 
a bit better and suffer less from a lack of energy. So, last night- X went through 
the Warren testimony for this point. This is from the testimony on the apectrography: 


hr. Frasier. Fes, sir. he [Spectrographer Gallagfcerj submitted his report to 

Fir. iipactar. Ard his report and yewy formal report a part of the permanent 
record of the FBI then? 

Hr. Frasier. Fes, sir. 


So, I have asked "im .Lesar to seek assurance under oath that the results for 
which 1 sued and as an alternative to which they pressed the raw material upon me 
do not exist and never did, as they told us verbally. (In the first suit the Williams 
affidavit, Far. 5* says the FM1 would fall apart if they gave me raw material. *ou 
have this in the appendix to Whitewash IV, p. 187.) 


Here I add what I ask you to keep confidential because I regard it as one of 
the more important now proofs in Past Mortem, the book 1 an so anxious to print 
and can't pay for- getting printed, one of the important reasons for getting Frasier 
on the stand and under oaths he personally removed from the so-culled magic bullet, 
1(X$> of the metal that can be accounted as missing fofrom it. 


is already under oath on two inconsistent versions. I was able to arrange 
for the second. The first was before the Warren Commission. He did not tell the 
Commission about having removed the second sample for apectrographic examination 
and they, typically, did not ask him. % testified to removing a sample from the 



2 


coppsr jacket only. However, I was able to get then Assistant District Attorney 
Alvin Qser in New Orleans to ask Frazier about the removal of a lead sample. The 
Commission published no pictures of the base of the bullet, the only place from 
which a sample of lead could have been taken because of the intact jacket. No 
other researcher or investigator took this course, but 1 got a picture of the base, 
with a scale in the pictures, and then I got a friend who is a gun buff to duplicate 
what razier had done. *t was so simple my friend, a classics professor, was able 
to do it in his kitchen with a simple paring knife. 1 have his picture of that, 

t>o, we already have Frazier under oath testifying to the history of the magic a l 
bullet, one of the fictions on which the entire "solution* to the crime hangs, 
pretending that he did not remove all the iwfcal that can be alleged to he missing 
from it. i’erhaps you can now see why there was no Mi. testing of this aagfoel, bullet, 
^hit 399, and the clothing it las to have end did leave traces of copper on. 

If we cannot do this in court, get Frazier under oath on his false statement 
that what I sued for does not and did not exist when ha h&u already sworn that it 
did and could be preserved in perpetuity, I think it is possible to break the whole 
miserable business apart cleanly if we can get ‘razier under oath in another forum. 

However. I also remain of the belief that it would be butter for donator Kennedy 
to nave no connection with any of tills. So I cannot urge that your subcommittee, which 
1 believe lias proper jurisdiction, take this testimony. (Much as 1 would peraonsllr 
welcome it.; n J 


Conflicting with time j 
all those supposedly on the 


tothor whitewash is well started end that 


-s my fear that £ 

saB ® side of this question ^e&ar and i arc on are making 
maoor contributions to this new whitewash, till those getting attention, that is.) 

^ thi9 » 1 *m**™*% completed most of the work needed for an irwesti- 
gation of the inve S tigat*r,’-,h±ch can be- an adcinistrativc-practises natter in 
:IOSt is iE Po3t Kortem a»d in context, with the medical 
and ballistics evidence woven together and thoroughly documented. 

So, if you have any thoughts or suggestions, I would welcome them. Meanwhile, 
we will undertake to at least try to perfect the record under cath. 

Sincerely, 
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her old Weisberg 
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